
 
 

SOUTHEAST TELEPHONE, INC.’S ANSWERS TO BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, 
INC.’S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES 

 
 SouthEast Telephone, Inc. (“SouthEast”), pursuant to the Commission’s October 2, 2003, Order in this 

case, hereby answers BellSouth Telecommunication Inc.’s (“BellSouth’s”) First Set of Interrogatories. 

 

  SouthEast Telephone does not own a CLASS 5 switch that is used to provide a qualifying service 

  anywhere in Kentucky. 
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  Not applicable. 
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SouthEast does not own any other switch not previously identified in Interrogatory No. 1 that it 

uses to provide a qualifying service anywhere in Kentucky. 
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   Not applicable 

 

 

  Not applicable. 

 

 

  Not applicable. 
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  Not applicable. 

 

 

  Not applicable. 
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  Not applicable. 
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  Not applicable. 
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SouthEast objects on the basis that this is proprietary information. SouthEast further objects on 

the basis that providing the requested information to BellSouth, who as the ILEC already has 

access to this information would be unduly burdensome upon the CLEC, SouthEast. 

 

SouthEast objects on the basis that this is proprietary information.  SouthEast further objects on 

the basis that providing the requested information to BellSouth, who as the ILEC already has 

access to this information would be unduly burdensome upon the CLEC, SouthEast. 
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SouthEast objects on the basis that this is proprietary information.  SouthEast further objects on 

the basis that providing the information requested by BellSouth who as the ILEC already has 

access to the information would be unduly overly burdensome on the CLEC, SouthEast. 
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SouthEast does not offer to provide, nor provides switching capacity to another local exchange 

carrier for its use a qualifying service anywhere in the nine states in the BellSouth Region. 
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  SouthEast objects to this question on the basis that this is proprietary information. 

 

 

  SouthEast objects to this question on the basis that this is proprietary information. 
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  SouthEast objects to this question on the basis that this is proprietary information. 
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SouthEast does not have a switch that is technically capable of providing, but that is not 

presently being used to provide, a qualifying service in Kentucky. 

 

 

  SouthEast does not offer a qualifying service in any Kentucky MSA. 

 

 

Since SouthEast is currently a non-facilities based CLEC, the qualifying services provided 

outside the MSA areas are through resale or UNE-P provided by BellSouth.  Therefore, 

SouthEast provides qualifying services in the same areas as BellSouth.  
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SouthEast objects to this question on the basis the information requested is proprietary 

information.  SouthEast further objects on the basis that requiring SouthEast to answer this 

question would be unduly burdensome since BellSouth as the ILEC has access to the requested 

information. 
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SouthEast objects to this question on the basis of relevance.  SouthEast is of the opinion that 

non-qualifying services are irrelevant to this proceeding. 

 

 

  SouthEast objects to this question on the basis of relevance.  SouthEast is of the opinion that  

  non-qualifying services are irrelevant to this proceeding. 
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SouthEast objects to this question on the basis of relevance.  SouthEast is of the opinion that 

non-qualifying services are irrelevant to this proceeding.  Furthermore, SouthEast objects to 

BellSouth’s thinly veiled attempt to use this proceeding to gain invaluable information from their 

competitors about their market strategy, market area, and overall business plans. 
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SouthEast objects to this question on the basis that this is proprietary information.  SouthEast 

further objects on the grounds that requiring the CLEC to provide the requested information 

would be unduly burdensome since BellSouth as the ILEC already has access to the requested 

information.   

 

 

  SouthEast objects to this question on the basis that this is proprietary information. 

 

 



 22

SouthEast objects to this question on the basis that this proprietary information.  SouthEast 

further objects in that requiring the CLEC to provide the information would be unduly 

burdensome since BellSouth as the ILEC already has access to the requested information. 

 

 

 

SouthEast objects to this question on the basis of relevance.  SouthEast is of the opinion that 

non-qualifying services are irrelevant to this proceeding. 

 

 

SouthEast objects to this question on the basis that information requested is proprietary 

information.  SouthEast further objects on the basis that non-qualifying services are irrelevant to 

this proceeding. 

 

 

SouthEast objects to this question on the basis that this is proprietary information.  SouthEast 

renews its objection to BellSouth’s thinly veiled attempt to use this proceeding to garner 
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invaluable information about its competitor’s market strategy, market area, and overall business 

plan. 

 

 

  SouthEast objects to this question on the basis that this is proprietary information.   

 

 

SouthEast objects to this question on the basis that this is proprietary information.  SouthEast 

furthers objects on the basis that non-qualifying services are irrelevant to this proceeding.  

SouthEast renews its objection to BellSouth using this proceeding in manner inconsistent with 

what SouthEast opines is not the Commission’s intent. 
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SouthEast objects to this question on the basis that this is proprietary information.  SouthEast 

further objects on that basis that requiring the CLEC to provide the information would be unduly 

burdensome since BellSouth as the ILEC has access to much of requested information. 

 

 

  SouthEast objects to this question on the basis that this is proprietary information.   

 

 

  SouthEast objects to this question on the basis that this is proprietary information. 
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  SouthEast objects to this question on the basis that this is proprietary information. 

 

 

  SouthEast objects to this question on the basis that this is proprietary information. 

 

 

  SouthEast objects to this question on the basis that this is proprietary information. 
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  SouthEast objects to this question on the basis that this is proprietary information. 

 

 

  SouthEast objects on the basis that DS1 Switching is irrelevant to this proceeding. 
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  SouthEast objects on the basis that DS1 Switching is irrelevant to this proceeding. 

 

 

 

  SouthEast objects on the basis that DS1 Switching is irrelevant to this proceeding. 

 



 28

 

 

SouthEast recognizes that the cost of capital is an essential element in analyzing whether to offer 

a qualifying service a particular geographic market.  However, at this point in our evolution 

SouthEast does use the “cost of capital” analysis in determining which markets to enter.  In the 

“Migration” analysis employed by SouthEast, many issues must be considered before potential 

markets can be addressed, issues such as the high cost of transport. 

 

 

  See above response. 
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SouthEast does not use a particular time horizon to evaluate a project due to instability of the 

federal regulations within telecommunications industry.   

 

 

  SouthEast defines a sales expense as any expense required to make a sale. 

 

 

  SouthEast objects to this question on the basis that this is proprietary information. 

 

 

  SouthEast objects to this question on the basis that this is proprietary information. 
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  SouthEast does not determine which markets to go in to based on definitions of terms used in  

business.  Currently, the issue of transport is the one of the major determinants of SouthEasts  

entry into a particular geographic market. 

 

  BellSouth has performed no hot cuts for SouthEast since January 1, 2000. 
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  Not applicable. 

 

 

 

  Currently, SouthEast does not have a preferred process for performing batch hot cuts. 

 

 

  Currently, SouthEast does not have a preferred process for performing individual hot cuts. 

 

 

 

SouthEast is not knowledgeable enough of the BellSouth process for performing individual hot 

cuts to comment on their process. 
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SouthEast is not knowledgeable enough of the BellSouth process for performing bulk hot cuts to 

comment on their process. 

 

 

  No. 

 

 

  No. 
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  Not applicable. 

 

 

SouthEast does not possess adequate information on which to base an answer to this 

interrogatory. 
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  See response to Int. No. 59. 

 

 

  See response to Int. No. 59. 

 

  See response to Int. No. 59. 

 

  See response to Int. No. 59. 
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  See response to Int. No. 59. 

 

 

  See response to Int. No. 59. 

 

  See response to Int. No. 59. 

 

  To date, SouthEast has not order any type of hot cut. 
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  No. 

 

 

  SouthEast has not raised any hot cut related issue with BellSouth since October 2001. 

 

 

SouthEast has no contention in this matter, the CLEC is of the opinion that the burden of proof in 

this proceeding in on the ILECs.   

 

  See response to Int. No. 70. 
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SouthEast is not knowledgeable of the BellSouth individual hot cut process and therefore cannot 

agree nor disagree with the process. 

 

SouthEast is not knowledgeable of the BellSouth bulk hot cut process and therefore cannot agree 

nor disagree with the process. 

 

SouthEast has not made any written complaints regarding the hot cut process to BellSouth since 

October 2001. 

 

SouthEast has conducted no research on which to base such a contention and is not 

knowledgeable enough in this area to hazard to guess. 
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SouthEast does not have a contention in this matter due to the fact that we do not possess 

adequate data on which to base an informed answer.   

 

  See response for Int. No. 76. 
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  See response for Int. No. 76. 

 

  See response for Int. No. 76. 

 

  See response for Int. No. 76. 

 

SouthEast objects to the question on the basis that the FCC 51.319(d)(2)(iii)(B)(2) leaves this 

determination up to the individual state commissions.  SouthEast further objects on the basis that 



 40

the burden of proof in this proceeding is on the ILECs.   The FCC has already found that the 

impairment exists on a national basis; the burden is on the ILECs to disprove the impairment, not 

the CLECs to prove that it does exist. 

 

 RESPONSE: 

  See response for Int. No. 81. 

 

 

SouthEast does not have a contention in this matter due to the fact that we do not possess 

adequate data on which to base an informed answer. 
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